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1
VIDEO ENCODING AND DECODING USING
REFERENCE PICTURES

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

This invention relates to video encoding and decoding.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

Transmission and storage of video sequences are employed
in many applications including TV broadcasts, internet video
streaming services and video conferencing.

Video sequences in a raw format require a very large
amount of data to be represented, as each second of a
sequence may consist of tens of individual frames and each
frame is represented by typically at least 8 bit per pixel, with
each frame requiring several hundreds or thousands of pixels.
In order to minimize the transmission and storage costs video
compression is used on the raw video data. The aim is to
represent the original information with as little capacity as
possible, that is with as few bits as possible. The reduction of
the capacity needed to represent a video sequence will affect
the video quality of the compressed sequence, that is its
similarity to the original uncompressed video sequence.

State-of-the-art video encoders, such as AVC/H.264, uti-
lizes four main processes to achieve the maximum level of
video compression while achieving a desired level of video
quality for the compressed video sequence: prediction, trans-
formation, quantization and entropy coding.

The prediction process exploits the temporal and spatial
redundancy found in video sequences to greatly reduce the
capacity required to represent the data. The mechanism used
to predict data is known to both encoder and decoder, thus
only an error signal, or residual, must be sent to the decoder to
reconstruct the original signal. This process is typically per-
formed on blocks of data (e.g. 8x8 pixels) rather than entire
frames. The prediction is typically performed against already
reconstructed frames or blocks of pixels belonging to the
same frame. The prediction against already constructed
frames is motion compensated and may use motion vectors
directed forward or backward in time form frames selected to
provide better prediction. The motion vectors themselves
may be prediction encoded.

The transformation process aims to exploit the correlation
present in the residual signals. It does so by concentrating the
energy of the signal into few coefficients. Thus the transform
coefficients typically require fewer bits to be represented than
the pixels of the residual. H.264 uses 4x4 and 8x8 integer type
transforms based on the Discrete Cosine Transform (DCT).

The capacity required to represent the data in output of the
transformation process may still be too high for many appli-
cations. Moreover, it is not possible to modify the transfor-
mation process in order to achieve the desired level of capac-
ity for the compressed signal. The quantization process takes
care of that, by allowing a further reduction of the capacity
needed to represent the signal. It should be noted that this
process is destructive, i.e. the reconstructed sequence will
look different to the original. The possible range of values for
the signal in output to the transformation process is divided
into intervals and assigned a quantization value. The trans-
form coefficients are then assigned the quantization value
based on which quantization interval they fall into.

The entropy coding process takes all the non-zero quan-
tized transform coefficients and processes them to be effi-
ciently represented into a stream of bits. This requires read-
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2

ing, or scanning, the transform coefficients in a certain order
to minimize the capacity required to represent the com-
pressed video sequence.

The above description applies to a video encoder; a video
decoder will perform all of the above processes in roughly
reverse order. In particular, the transformation process on the
decoder side will require the use of the inverse transform
being used on the encoder. Similarly, entropy coding
becomes entropy decoding and the quantization process
becomes scaling. The prediction process is typically per-
formed in the same exact fashion on both encoder and
decoder.

The present invention relates to the prediction part of the
coding and decoding process.

A key aspect of motion compensated prediction is man-
agement of reference pictures, which are previously coded
pictures that may be used for prediction of further coded
pictures

In an existing scheme, these reference pictures are, for the
purpose of motion compensation, organized in lists, either in
asingle list for the case of single picture predictive (P) coding,
also referred to as unproductive coding, or into two lists, for
the case of two-picture bipredictive (B) coding. The lists are
commonly referred as to LO (list 0) and L1 (list 1). The
composition of L0 and L1 determines selection choices of
reference pictures that are available for prediction, where
selection of just one reference from one list leads to P predic-
tion, while selecting a pair, where a reference is selected from
each of the two lists, leads to B prediction. Note that the
bipredictive motion compensation is not only used for pre-
dicting from pictures from different temporal directions (past
and future), but is also used for predicting from two reference
pictures from the same direction. Composition of and order-
ing within each list is usually signaled in the slice header of
the video bit-stream, which determines the available choice in
selecting reference pictures for motion compensation.

Reference is directed to the accompanying drawings in
which;

FIG. 1 is a diagram illustrating the use of lists;

FIG. 2 is a diagram illustrating motion vector fields;

FIG. 3 is a diagram similar to FIG. 2, illustrating scaling of
motion vectors;

FIG. 4 is a diagram illustrating the assignment of predic-
tion modes with reference pictures;

FIG. 5 is a diagram illustrating prediction modes with
reference pictures indexed in picture order; and

FIG. 6 is a diagram illustrating the use of lists in bipredic-
tive and unipredictive modes;

Depending on which stage of coding is performed, refer-
ence pictures are usually identified either by their index in one
of the lists 1.0 or L1 (where a same picture, if it appears in
both, can have a different index in those two lists), or by their
Picture Oder Count (POC) numbers, which normally corre-
spond to the order in which they are supposed to be displayed
(and not necessarily decoded). Here, for the sake of simpler
representation and without specifying a specific rule for
assigning indices, they will be uniquely identified as R,z
where refidx=0, . . ., r=1, where r is number of available
reference pictures for the specific current picture.

An example for selecting pictures from lists [.O and .1 will
be provided in the following. In the case that .0 and L1 are
limited to two elements each, and if there are only two refer-
ences Ryand R, i.e. r=2, of which one is in the past and other
is in the future from the current picture, the lists would be
commonly set to [L0={0,1} and L1={1,0} (uses the above
defined notation so that lists contain unique reference indi-
ces). The process of selecting pictures for motion compensa-
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tion then is depicted in FIG. 1. For the bipredictive case 4
choices are available (=2 pictures in LOx2 pictures in [1),
while for unipredictive only [.0 is used, so there are 2 choices.

Selection of pictures for bipredictive motion compensation
modes is commonly signaled by first encoding the selection
of bipredictive or unipredictive mode, and then the indices of
each selected picture in the corresponding list—first 1.0, and
then L1 for bipredictive, or only L0 for unipredictive. If
unipredictive mode is signaled with binary 0, and bipredictive
mode with binary 1, the codewords corresponding to all
choices are shown in Table 1. Note that two choices (“Bi-
from R, and R,” and “Bi- from R, and R,”) consist of the
same selection of pictures, just in a different order.

TABLE 1

Codeword
Choice Bi- or Uni- Lo L1
Uni- from R, 0 0
Uni- from R, 0 1
Bi- from Ry and R 1 0 0
Bi- from Ry and R 1 0 1
Bi- from R, and R, 1 1 0
Bi- from R; and Ry 1 1 1

The bipredictive motion is described with a motion vector
(MV) field composed of two components, here denoted as
Mvft, and Mvf,, where to a bipredicted picture block B two
motion vectors are assigned—Mv{,(B) and Mv{, (B). Motion
vectors in Mvf,, point to the references in L0, while motion
vectors in Mvt] point to the references in L1.

Each motion vector is encoded differentially to its predic-
tor. The predictor can be derived in various ways. One com-
mon method is Motion Vector Competition (MVC), also
known as Advanced Motion Vector Prediction (AMVP),
where a list of predictor candidates is constructed by collect-
ing the motion vectors of previously processed blocks in a
predefined order. Based on minimal coding cost criteria, the
encoder then selects one of the predictors, and transmits its
index (from the list of predictors) in the bit-stream. The dif-
ference of the selected predictor to the currently encoded
vector is subsequently encoded in the bit-stream.

In the following, two examples are given that illustrate the
difference between choices when selecting direction of pre-
diction for motion compensation, and also help to introduce
the formalization that leads to this invention. Note that in the
examples for the sake of clarity only the bipredictive cases
will be considered.

EXAMPLE 1

As shown in FIG. 2, for predicting motion for the current
block B, different previously processed neighboring motion
vectors can be used. In this example these are five motion
vectors from the three neighboring blocks: Mvi,(B, ), Mvf,
(Bup)i MVfO(BZeft)S MVfl (Bleft) and MVfO(Bcorner)'

Motion vector prediction is commonly adapted to the cur-
rently predicted component of the motion vector field, such
that for motion vector Mvf,(B) the list of motion vector
predictor (MVP) candidates is generally different than for
motion vector Mv{,(B). This characteristic of motion vector
prediction is here formalized by referring to these two as two
motion vector prediction modes, and denoted as M, for Mvf,,
(B), and M, for Mvf|(B). A motion prediction mode is here
defined by composition of the MVP candidates list assigned
to it, as well as with the order of the candidates within the list.
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Lists of candidates are constructed by scanning the neighbor-
ing blocks for motion vectors in predefined scanning orders.
The significance of the ordering of motion vector predictors
within a list is in that the codebook for signaling the selection
of'a predictor is constructed so that the codewords increase in
length with the value of the predictor index. Hence, for better
coding efficiency better predictors should be positioned lower
in the list.

Results of one possible scanning order are shown in Table
2. Here for M0 only the motion vector field component Mvf,
is checked, and for M, only Mvf|, and for both first the block
B,,, and then the block B,,; is checked.

TABLE 2

Mo M,
Scanning order check (Mvfy) check (Mvf))

check (Bup, B,Eﬁ) check (Bup, B,Eﬁ)
MVP Ro 1. Mviy(By) /
candidates 2. Mviy(Boomer)
list R, 1. Mviy(B,,,) 1. Mvf;(B,,)

2. Mvf;(By,)

It can be observed that then the list of MVP candidates for
predicting Mvf,(B) pointing to reference R, is composed of
two motion vectors, Mvi,(B,, ;) and Mvi,(B,,,,,,.,), where the
former is at the first position while the latter is at the second
position in the list. The list for Mvf, (B) pointing to reference
R, is empty, meaning that no MV prediction takes place (or,
equivalently, the used MVP is set to zero).

From this table it can be concluded that the previously
described two choices having the same selection of pictures in
a different order (“Bi- from R, and R,” and “Bi- from R, and
R,”), will result in different encoding outcomes as the order
actually determines the motion vector field components and
the corresponding MVP candidates.

EXAMPLE 2

In this example a method of scaling is used, which takes a
motion vector pointing to one reference picture and maps it to
some other reference picture. If only B, , and B, , are consid-
ered, for composition of MVP candidate lists the following
eight motion vectors are available: Mvi,(B,,,), Mvf; (B,,),
scale(Mvfy(B,,)), scaleMvf, (B,,)), Mviy(B,,), Mvf,
(Brp)s scale(Mviy(B, ;) and scale(Mvf, (B, ,)); as depicted
in FIG. 3. The results of the scanning order are shown in Table
3Table 3.

TABLE 3

M, M,

Scanning order check (Mvf,, Mvf))

check (B,,,, Brs)

check (Mvf;, Mvfy)
check (B,,, Brs)

check (same ref., scaled) check (same ref., scaled)
MVP Ro 1. scale(Mviy(B,,) 1. scale(Mvf(B,,,))
candidates 2. Mviy(B.z) 2. scale(Mvf;(Bp)
list 3. scale(Mvf(B,,,)) 3. scale(Mvfy(B,,,)
4. scale(Mvf(B,.4)) 4. Mvf,(Brp)
R, 1. Mvfy(B,,) 1. Mv,(B,,,)
2. scale(Mvfy(By.z) 2. Mvf;(Bgz)
3. Mvf(B,,,) 3. Mvfy(B,,,)
4. Mvf (Brz) 4. scale(Mvfy(By.4))
The choice of reference pictures and the corresponding
motion prediction modes can be combined into an inter pre-

diction direction (IPD) mode. Here we define an IPD mode to
be specified by an ordered pair of references, where mapping
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of' these references to M, and M, determines ordering within
the pair. A pair corresponding to a specific IPD mode is
denoted as follows:

aib)

reference index used with M, E reference index used with M|,
MYV encoded in Mvf, E MYV encoded in Mvf)

For instance, if M,, is used for predicting motion vector
pointing to R, and M, is used for motion vector pointing to
R,, then the ordered pair (mode) is (0,1). Alternatively, if M,
is used for R, and M, is used for R, then the ordered pair is
(1,0). Since the convention here is that a motion vector pre-
dicted using M,, is encoded in Mvf,, and equivalently, motion
vector predicted M, is encoded in Mvf,, these two designa-
tions can be used interchangeably.

Without specifying a specific order of indexing, all IPD
modes can be indexed as n=0, . . . , N-1, where N is the
number of possible modes, and denoted as PM,,. Then each
PM,, is assigned with one pair as described above, which for
the previous example of FIG. 2 can be (only the bipredictive
case): PM,=(0,0), PM,=(0,1), PM,=(1,0) and PM;=(1,1), as
shown in FIG. 4.

EXAMPLE 3

To illustrate the impact of composition of lists .0 and [.1
on the set of enabled IPD modes the following example is
provided. To put an emphasis on the temporal distances here
adifferent notation will be used, where references are indexed
with their POC numbers, such that a particular mode is
denoted as (P1,Pj), where is i is the POC number of reference
picture used for Mvf, and j is the POC number of reference
picture used for Mvf,. Here, coding with three picture refer-
ences, i.e. =3, is considered, with the references being POC
0, POC 4 and POC 8 (denoted as P0, P4 and P8), while the
current picture is POC 2 (denoted as P2), In that case, and if
the lists [.O and L1 are limited to two references each, they
would commonly be defined as follows: L0={P0,P4} and
L1={P4,P8}, which leads to enabled modes marked with
stars (*) in Table 4. Note that out of nine possible bipredictive
IPD modes here four are enabled. To enable the complete set
of possible modes each list would need to contain all three

references.
TABLE 4
Mvi,
PO P4 P8
Mvf, PO (PO, P0) (PO, P4)* (PO, P8)*
P4 (P4, PO) (P4, PA)* (P4, P8)*
P8 (P8, P0) (P8, P4) (P8, P8)

The corresponding modes are depicted in FIG. 5.

Ifthe above modes are extended with the unipredictive IPD
modes, where to the set of unique reference pictures an empty
element is added, which indicates that the corresponding
motion vector field component is not used, the resulting set of
enabled IPD modes is depicted in Table 5.
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TABLE 5
Mvf)
/ PO P4 P8

Mvf, / ,N /, PO) (/, P4y* (/, P8)*

PO (PO,)*  (PO,P0)  (PO,P4)* (PO, P8)*

P4 (P4, /) (P4,P0) (P4, P4)*  (P4,P8)*

P8 (P8, /) (P8,P0) (P8, P4) (P8, P8)

Note that the pair (/,/) is equivalent to intra coding mode,
and is not considered here as this mode is commonly encoded
in a different part of the bit-stream, however, some unifying
scheme of intra and inter modes signaling can easily be
accomplished by following the framework presented in this
invention.

Unipredictive modes can be determined by combining L0
and L1 lists into a single list in some predefined scan order,
which for this particular case results in three enabled uni-
predictive IPD modes: (P0./), (/,P4) and (/,P8) (marked with
stars (*) in Table 5). The unipredictive modes are constructed
by selecting the first instance of each picture starting from the
beginning of a list, and by first checking the 1.0 and then L1,
as in FIG. 6.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

The present invention consist in one aspect in a method of
encoding video data defining a sequence of pictures, using
motion compensated motion prediction, the method compris-
ing the steps of:

constructing a list of references pictures to be used in

decoding;

defining prediction modes by constructing n-tuples

(Xgs X1s - - - » Xp.1), Where X, specifies prediction option
of the m-th component of the motion vector field,
m=0, . .., M-1, where M components to the motion
fields exist; where a coding option x,, is an element from
a set composed of all defined combinations of motion
prediction modes and reference picture indices, with the
addition of an option “/”, x,€{“/”, 0, 1, ..., r ~1};
where option “/” specifies that the component is not
used, and other options 0, 1, . .., r,,—1 specify one of r,,
combinations;

providing a subset of T n-tuples of a set of all possible

n-tuples; and

encoding a prediction mode used for predicting an inter-

coded block by reference to a said n-tuple.

In the case where only one motion vector prediction mode
can be used for motion vector field component m, then the
prediction options are determined by the selection of refer-
ence pictures, and r,, is the number of reference pictures that
can be used for motion vector field component m.

This method (alone or together with preferred features
described below) offers a number of important advantages
over current solutions. These can better be understood in the
following more detailed analysis of a current solution.

As described above, a current solution defines pairs of
motion vectors for bipredictive motion compensation so that
one motion vector applies to a reference from L0 and the other
to reference from L1. This approach has a limited flexibility
when choosing the set of desired IPD modes.

Some examples of limitations are redundancy between
prediction modes and ineffective modes.

As in the example from FIG. 1, when lists are defined as
L0={0,1} and [.1={1,0} then the bipredictive modes (0,1)
and (1,0) are identical apart from the fact that for each of the
modes the scan for motion vector predictors can result in
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different predictor candidate lists. However, this additional
choice given by one of these two modes is not likely to always
result in coding gain, effectively making one the modes
redundant. Generally, in the solution based on lists .0 and L1
there is no straightforward way to preserve a specific subset of
modes, for instance, in this case just three out of four possible
bipredictive modes.

Some modes are underutilized in the sense they are rarely,
if ever, selected by the encoder. Such pairs, just like the
redundant pairs, can have impact on coding performance
since they expand the codebook and hence increase the aver-
age codeword bit-length. The problem is that often is not
possible to remove an ineffective mode without removing
some other useful one.

To briefly illustrate drawbacks of two-list scheme consider
the following example. With lists 1.0 and L1 defined as in
Example 3, one of the modes not included in the set of enabled
modes is (P4,P0). To enable this mode, in the current two-list
scheme, picture PO can be added to L1, so that LO={P0,P4}
and L1={P4,P8P0}, which then automatically adds one
potentially redundant mode of (P0,P0), as displayed in Table
6.

TABLE 6
M,
/ PO P4 P8
M, / .0 (/, P0) (, Pay* (/, P8)*
PO (PO, /y* (PO,POY* (PO, P4y* (PO, P8)*
P4 (P4, /) (P4,P0)* (P4, P4y (P4, P8)*
P8 (P8, /) (P8, P0) (P8, P4) (P8, P8)

In another example, in the scenario of low delay coding
where the pictures are predicted only from a single direction
using up to four past pictures, lists can be defined (using the
unique indexing notation) as L0={0, 1, 2,3} and L1={0, 1, 2,
3}, commonly this results in 20 or 24 modes, i.e. 4 or 8
unipredictive and 16 bidirectional, of which many are likely
to be selected rarely and some may not be used at all. This
problem is alleviated slightly by ordering of references,
which places unlikely to be used modes towards the end of the
codebook, however with the two-list approach some specific
ordering is difficult to achieve without redesigning the code-
book (by initial ordering of the codewords).

Arrangements according to preferred forms of the present
invention achieve complete control over the enabled set of
IPD modes; the composition of the set is signaled in the
bit-stream. This avoids using L0 and 1 lists, and converting
the two-list representation into IPD modes. Instead the modes
are defined in the header part of the bit-stream and preserved
throughout the operation of the encoder and the decoder.

Important aspects of the invention are outlined:

It enables choosing an optimal set of reference picture
pairs. For instance a chosen set can be selected so that the
coding gain is maximized, by omitting the redundant pairs of
reference pictures from the set, or by omitting pairs that
would never be considered at the encoder.

Mvft, and Mvf, are not associated with .0 and L1 so the
IPD modes can be easily extended with an arbitrary number
of motion vector prediction modes.

The enabled set is either transmitted (explicit signaling), or
is derived by some shared algorithm (automatic derivation).
The selection between these two methods then itself'has to be
signaled.

The concept can be extended to multi-hypothesis motion
compensation, where motion compensation from more than 2
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pictures can be used. In that case, n-tuples instead of pairs
(2-tuples) are used, where n is the number of references used
in motion compensation of a single block. The detailed dis-
cussion however focuses on bipredictive and unipredictive
motion compensation.

Dynamic adaptation of the codebook can be easily
achieved as the modes are uniquely defined. This is com-
monly used to assign shorter codewords to more frequently
used modes, and longer codewords for less frequently used
modes. Context-adaptive operation is also possible, as for
blocks of different sizes different IPD modes will have dif-
ferent coding efficiency.

To be able to uniquely identify each reference picture by an
index, where this unique index does not correspond neither to
L0 nor L1 lists, a scheme for assigning unique indices to
references is required. This newly defined list, composed of
reference pictures indexed with such unique indices, is here
termed unique list, and denoted as LU. The following steps
are followed when constructing LU (it will be understood that
a reference picture stored at the decoder may be marked to be
either a short term reference picture or a long term reference
picture.):

1. Short-term reference pictures are ordered in the increas-
ing absolute POC difference to the current picture’s
POC, where if two pictures with the same absolute dif-
ference exist, then the one having the smaller POC num-
ber is assigned with a lower index.

2. Long-term reference pictures are added preserving their
original order

In a concrete example, LU for the example of current
picture with POC value 2 (as in FIG. 6) would be LU={P0,
P4.P8}, so that R,=P0, R,=P4 and R,=P8. If the current
picture is of POC value 6, with P0, P2, P4 and P8 as short-
term references, and with PLO and PL1 as long-term refer-
ences, this list would be LU={P4,P8,P2,P0,PL.1,PL1}, so that
R,=P4, R,=P8, R;=P2, R,=P0, R,=LP0 and R,=LP1.

Since there are r reference pictures, there can be up to r*
bipredictive and 2r unipredictive inter direction modes avail-
able (N=r*+2r). Thus, coding modes are PMn where
n=0, ..., "+2r-1. One possible configuration, where some
modes are disabled so that N=8, is shown in

Table 7, corresponding to the following set of enabled
modes: (0,/), (0,0), (0,1), (0,2), (1,/), (1,0), (1,1) and (2,/).

TABLE 7
M,
/ 0 1 2
M, / — — —
0 PM, PM; PM, PM,
1 PM, PM, PMy —
2 PM, — _ _

The ordering of modes is arbitrary, but one convention can
be to order them by decreasing priority, which determines
their codewords. For instance, the employed codebook can
utilize a concatenated unary and fixed-length coding, as pre-
sented in Table 8.

TABLE 8
Mode Codeword
PM, 0
PM, 10
PM, 110
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TABLE 8-continued

Mode Codeword

1110
111100
111101
111110
111111

PM,
PM,
PM,
PMy
PM,

Two modes of signaling the enabled set of modes are
presented here: 1) parameterized for automatic derivation and
2) explicit signaling, of which each can have several types of
signaling defined. The selection between all these types can
be done in the higher-level part of the video bit-stream, for
instance for the H.26x family of video codecs this can be
defined with a set of flags in an SPS (Sequence Parameter Set)
message.

The automatic derivation method results in an ordered set
of modes similar to what can be obtained by a two-list
method. It can for example be described with the following
steps:

1. Number of unipredictive modes N,, and the number of

bipredictive modes N, is transmitted.

2. Unipredictive modes are added first, by taking first N,,
references from LU. For the i-th reference from LU, ifits
POC value is lower than of the current picture then the
mode assigned is (i,/). Equally, if its POC value is higher
than of the current picture then the mode assigned is (/,1)
The addition of the modes is stopped after N, modes.

3. Bipredictive modes (i,j) are added in the order of increas-
ing parameter k, where k=i+j, and starting from k=0. For
each value of k modes are added in the order of decreas-
ing j, starting from j=k, to j=0. Only the modes (i,j) are
added for which either (i,/) or (/,j) has already been
added. For each mode, if (j,i) has been already added,
then (i,j) is not added. The addition of the modes is
stopped after N, modes. Ifless than N, modes are found,
proceed to step 4.

4. All remaining bipredictive modes are added, scanning
the table from left to right, top to bottom, ie, modes (i,j)
are added in the order of increasing i, and then in the
order of increasing j. The addition of the modes is
stopped after N, modes. If the addition of unipredictive
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modes in step 2 resulted in less than N, modes, proceed us

to step 5.

5. Ifthereisless then N, unipredictive modes the remaining
unipredictive modes are added. If the order of increasing
i either (i,/) or (/,1) is added, whichever has not already

been added. The addition of the modes is stopped after s

there are N,, unipredictive modes.
An example for the result of this algorithm, based on pic-
ture prediction structure from Example 3, is provided in Table
9, where all possible modes are enabled.

TABLE 9
M,
/ PO P4 P8
M, / ) PM,, PM, PM,
PO PM, PM, PM, PM;
P4 PM,; PM, PM, PM,
P8 PM,, PM,, PM,, PM,

Alternative methods may be parameterized and generate
modes by calculating the order based on all or some of the
following:

55

60
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average weighted temporal distance of the reference pic-

tures in a pair

direction of reference pictures in a pair

number of non-empty entries in a pair (preference to bidi-

rectional or unipredictive modes)

In the explicit mode of signaling, one possible design
choice is that, subsequently to the total number of modes, the
reference picture indices which make up the supported pairs
are encoded. An example is provided in

Table 10, which encodes the set of modes as shown in

Table 7. The set of modes is here encoded with 32 bits in
total.

TABLE 10
Mode i, ]) Codeword
PM, ©,/) 0100
PM, 1, 1000
PM, 0,1) 0110
PM; (1,0) 1001
PM, 2,) 1100
PM, 0,0) 0101
PMg (1,1) 1010
PM, 0,2) 0111

Alternatively, the entire modes table can be scanned in a predefined order and then for each
mode a flag is sent that signals if that mode is enabled. For instance, if the modes table is
scanned from left to right and from top to bottom for the same case of modes enabled as in

Table 7, code defining exactly the same set of modes is:
000111111101000 (15 bits), as presented in Table 11.

TABLE 11
M,
/ PO P4 P8
M, Mode flag
/ 0 0 0

PO 1 1 1 1
P4 1 1 1 0
P8 1 0 0 0

Similar to reference list reordering, to achieve desired
ordering of modes an operation of modes reordering can be
defined.

Since the number of reference pictures can be large, some
alternative signaling can be devised. For instance, since the
practical modes table, when the number of references is large,
can be expected to be sparse, some form of run-length coding
can be employed. These would then be scanned in the order of

0 usefulness of pairs, from most to least useful, where useful-

ness would be defined by some rules, for instance by looking
at ordering generated by the above described rules for auto-
matic derivation.

Another alternative is defining the pairs at a higher level,
and then referencing it from the current slice. This can be
done as an option, by using a flag that defines signaling in use.

An example of a syntax description in accordance with the
invention will now be set out.

ref pic_pair _mode

num__ref idx_ active_ override_flag

if( num__ref__idx__active_override_ flag ) {
num__ref idx_ mvO0_ active__minusl
if( slice_type==B)
num__ref idx_mvl_ active__minusl

ref pic_ list_modification( )
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-continued

if (ref_pic__pair_mode ==1 |l ref_pic_pair_mode == 2)
num__ref pair_minusl
if (ref_pic_pair _mode ==2 && slice_type ==B)
num__uni_ pair
if (ref_pic_pair_mode==1) {
for(n =0;n <=num__ref_pair_minusl; n++ ) {
ref_pic_pair_list[n][0]
if( slice_type==B)
ref_pic_pair_list[n][1]
¥
¥

ref__pic_pair_list_modification( )

In this syntax:

ref_pic_pair_mode specifies method for deriving pairs to be
used in motion compensation.

Ifref_pic_pair_mode equal to O the pairs are produced as they
would be in the usual two-list approach (emulation).

If ref_pic_pair_mode equal to 1 the pairs are signaled in the
bit-stream.

If ref_pic_pair_mode equal to 2 the pairs are produced by
following the above described process of automatic deri-
vation.

num_ref_idx_mvO0_active_minusl specifies the number of
references from reference picture list that shall be used
with component 0 of the motion vector field in the slice.

Ifref_pic_pair_mode is equal to O this syntax element speci-
fies the number of active reference pictures that are used in
construction of pairs in this mode, which emulates the
two-list approach. It is equivalent to the
num_ref_idx_l0_active_minus] syntax element in AVC/
H.264.

If ref_pic_pair_mode is equal to 1 or 2 this syntax element
specifies the number of active references pictures motion
vector field component 0, which are taken from the front of
the unique reference picture list.

Ifref_pic_pair_mode is equal to 1 then it also determines the
bit-width of syntax element ref_pic_pair_list[n][0]

num_ref_idx_mvl1_active_minus] if current slice_type is B,
specifies the number of references from reference picture
list that shall be used with component 1 of the motion
vector field in the slice. It follows the description as for

num_ref idx_mvO0_active_minus], with the substitution of
motion vector field component 0 with motion vector field
component 1, and ref pic_pair list[n][0] with ref_
pic_pair_list[n][1].

num_ref_pair_minusl specifies the number of reference
pairs, ifref_pic_pair_modeis equalto 1 or 2, otherwise this
syntax element is not present.

num_uni_pair is present when ref_pic_pair_mode is equal to
2 and it specifies the number of reference pairs where one
of the elements in a pair does not reference a reference
picture (unidirectional cases).

ref_pic_pair_list[n][0] specifies the reference picture index
used for n-th element of the reference pairs list, such that
the reference picture index is derived as ref_pic_pair_list
[n][0]-1. If equal to O it specifies that the motion vector
field component 0 is not used.

ref_pic_pair_list[n][1] if current slice_type is B, specifies the
reference picture index used for n-th element of the refer-
ence pairs list, such that the reference picture index is
derived as ref_pic_pair_list[n][1]-1. If equal to O it speci-
fies that the motion vector field component 1 is not used.

ref_pic_list_modification( ) is a process by which the order of
references in the unique list can be modified
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ref_pic_pair_list_modification( ) is a process by which the
order of pairs in the list of pairs can be modified

Itwill of course be understood that this is only one example
ot how aspects of the present invention may be implemented.

It is important to note that weighted prediction can also be
supported with the proposed scheme. Weighted prediction
should be straightforward for the H.264/AVC implicit mode,
i.e. weights are computed depending on the temporal dis-
tances. For the case of explicit signaling the weights can be
encoded in the slice header as in H.264/AVC. In the case
where several weighted parameters are to be defined for a
single picture it can be simply defined in the slice header by
the usual operations of reference picture copying and reor-
dering, and then the pairs are defined on that newly created set
of references.

It will be understood that the invention has been described
by way of example only and that a wide variety of modifica-
tions are possible without departing from the scope of the
invention as set forth in the appended claims. Note that the
discussion applies as well to slices and the term “pictures” as
used herein is to be regarded as including slices.

The invention claimed is:

1. A method of encoding video data defining a sequence of
pictures using motion compensated motion prediction, the
method comprising the steps in a video encoder of:

constructing a list of reference pictures to be used in decod-

ing;

defining prediction (direction) modes by constructing

n-tuples (X,, X, . . . , X,, ), Where x,,, specifies predic-
tion option of the m-th component of a motion vector
field, m=0, ..., M-1, with M components to the motion
field; where a coding option x,, is an element from a set
composed of all defined combinations of motion predic-
tion modes and reference picture indices, with the addi-
tion of an option “/”, x,,€{“/, 0,1, ..., r,~1}; where
option “/” specifies that the component is not used, and

other options O, 1, . . ., r,,—1 specify one of r,, combi-
nations;

providing a subset of T n-tuples of a set of all possible
n-tuples; and

defining a prediction mode used for predicting an inter-

coded block by reference to a said n-tuple;
wherein only one motion vector prediction mode is permit-
ted for motion vector field component m, the prediction
options are determined by the selection of reference
pictures, and r,,, is the number of reference pictures that
are available for motion vector field component m;

wherein the subset of T n-tuples is provided by encoding
the size of the subset of n-tuples, T, followed by either
automatic derivation or explicit signalling of each
n-tuple;

wherein (Xg, X, . . . , X3, 1), are encoded for each n-tuple,

the n-tuple t, where t=0, . . ., T-1, being mapped to the
prediction (direction) mode symbol S,.

2. A method according to claim 1, wherein the order in
which the n-tuples in said subset are encoded determines
mapping to a predefined set of symbols s={s,, . .., sz, }.

3. A method according to claim 2, wherein shorter symbols
are assigned to lower order prediction modes.

4. A method according to claim 1, wherein the prediction
modes are reordered by encoding their relative movement
positions to the currently defined ones.

5. A method according to claim 1, wherein explicitly sig-
nalled sets of n-tuples are specified in a packet separate from
the pictures or slices of a video bit-stream, and referenced
when specifying an active set for the current picture.
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6. A method of encoding video data defining a sequence of
pictures using motion compensated motion prediction, the
method comprising the steps in a video encoder of:

constructing a list of reference pictures to be used in decod-

ing;
defining prediction (direction) modes by constructing
n-tuples (Xq, Xy, - - . , X5 ), Where X, specifies prediction
option of the m-th component of a motion vector field,
m=0, ..., M-1, with M components to the motion field;
where a coding option X, is an element from a set com-
posed of all defined combinations of motion prediction
modes and reference picture indices, with the addition of
anoption“/”, x,,€{*“/”,0,1,...,r,~1}; where option */”
specifies that the component is not used, and other
options 0, 1, . . ., r,,—1 specity one of r,, combinations;

providing a subset of T n-tuples of a set of all possible
n-tuples; and

defining a prediction mode used for predicting an inter-

coded block by reference to a said n-tuple;
wherein only one motion vector prediction mode is permit-
ted for motion vector field component m, the prediction
options are determined by the selection of reference
pictures, and r,, is the number of reference pictures that
are available for motion vector field component m;

wherein the subset of T n-tuples is provided by encoding
the size of the subset of n-tuples, T, followed by either
automatic derivation or explicit signalling of each
n-tuple; and

wherein a n-tuple generator generates T n-tuples by calcu-

lating the order based on any one or more of:

weighted temporal distance of the reference pictures in an

n-tuple;

temporal direction of reference pictures in an n-tuple; and

number of entries that are not “/” in an n-tuple.

7. A method according to claim 6, wherein the order in
which the n-tuples in said subset are encoded determines
mapping to a predefined set of symbols s={s,, . . ., s, }.

8. A method according to claim 6, wherein the prediction
modes are reordered by encoding their relative movement
positions to the currently defined ones.

9. A method according to claim 6, wherein explicitly sig-
nalled sets of n-tuples are specified in a packet separate from
the pictures or slices of a video bit-stream, and referenced
when specifying an active set for the current picture.

10. A method of decoding video data defining a sequence
of pictures using motion compensated motion prediction, the
method comprising the steps in a video decoder of:

constructing a subset of T n-tuples of a set of all possible

n-tuples (Xq, Xy, - - . , X5 ), Where X, specifies prediction
option of the m-th component of a motion vector field,
m=0, ..., M-1, with M components to the motion field;
where a coding option X, is an element from a set com-
posed of all defined combinations of motion prediction
modes and reference picture indices, with the addition of

anoption“/”, x,,€{*“/”,0,1,...,r,~1}; where option */”
specifies that the component is not used, and other
options 0, 1, . . ., r,—1 specify one of r,, combinations;
and

decoding a prediction mode used for predicting an inter-
coded block by reference to a said n-tuple;

wherein only one motion vector prediction mode is permit-
ted for motion vector field component m, the prediction
options are determined by the selection of reference
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pictures, and r,, is the number of reference pictures that
are available for motion vector field component m;

wherein the subset of T n-tuples is constructed by decoding
the size of the subset of n-tuples, T, followed by either
automatic derivation or explicit signalling of each
n-tuple; and

wherein Xg, X, . . ., X,,_;, are decoded for each n-tuple, the

n-tuple t, where t=0, . . . , T-1, being mapped to the
prediction (direction) mode symbol S,.

11. A method according to claim 10, wherein the order in
which the n-tuples in said subset are encoded determines
mapping to a predefined set of symbols s={s,, . . ., s, }.

12. A method according to claim 11, wherein shorter sym-
bols are assigned to lower order prediction modes.

13. A method according to claim 10, wherein the prediction
modes are reordered by encoding their relative movement
positions to the currently defined ones.

14. A method according to claim 10, wherein explicitly
signalled sets of n-tuples are specified in a packet separate
from the pictures or slices of a video bit-stream, and refer-
enced when specifying an active set for the current picture.

15. A method of decoding video data defining a sequence
of pictures using motion compensated motion prediction, the
method comprising the steps in a video decoder of:

constructing a subset of T n-tuples of a set of all possible

n-tuples (Xq, Xy, - - ., X5 ), Where X, specifies prediction
option of the m-th component of a motion vector field,
m=0, ..., M-1, with M components to the motion field;
where a coding option x,, is an element from a set com-
posed of all defined combinations of motion prediction
modes and reference picture indices, with the addition of
an option “/”, x, €{*“/”,0,1,...,r, ~1}; where option “/”
specifies that the component is not used, and other
options 0, 1, . . ., r,—1 specify one of r,, combinations;
and

decoding a prediction mode used for predicting an inter-

coded block by reference to a said n-tuple;
wherein only one motion vector prediction mode is permit-
ted for motion vector field component m, the prediction
options are determined by the selection of reference
pictures, and rm is the number of reference pictures that
are available for motion vector field component m;

wherein the subset of T n-tuples is constructed by decoding
the size of the subset of n-tuples, T, followed by either
automatic derivation or explicit signalling of each
n-tuple; and

wherein T n-tuples are derived by calculating the order

based on any one or more of:

weighted temporal distance of the reference pictures in an

n-tuple;

temporal direction of reference pictures in an n-tuple; and

number of entries that are not “/” in an n-tuple.

16. A method according to claim 15, wherein the order in
which the n-tuples in said subset are encoded determines
mapping to a predefined set of symbols s={s,, . . ., s, }.

17. A method according to claim 15, wherein the prediction
modes are reordered by encoding their relative movement
positions to the currently defined ones.

18. A method according to claim 15, wherein explicitly
signalled sets of n-tuples are specified in a packet separate
from the pictures or slices of a video bit-stream, and refer-
enced when specifying an active set for the current picture.
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